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REMARKS 

The present Amendment amends claims 1-3, 5, 6, 8, 9, 1 1, 13, and 16-22, 
and leaves claims 4, 7, 10, 12, 14, 15, and 23-26 unchanged. Therefore, the present 
application has pending claims 1-26. 
Interview Summary 

Applicants thank the Examiner for granting the interview conducted on July 
13, 2006. In the interview, arguments were presented to overcome the cited 
references, particularly Downs and Park. No agreement was reached regarding the 
allowability of the claims over the references. However, in view of Applicants' 
arguments, the Examiner made suggestions for more clearly distinguishing the 
claims over Downs and Park. In this response, Applicants have amended the claims 
in an effort to incorporate the Examiner's suggestions. 
Specification 

The Examiner objected to the specification as failing to provide proper 
antecedent basis for the subject matter of claim 6. Applicants have amended claim 6 
to overcome this objection. Therefore, this objection should be withdrawn. 
35 U.S.C. §1 12 Rejections 

Claims 6-8 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. Applicants have amended claim 6, 
as proposed by the Examiner, to overcome this rejection. Therefore, claims 6-8 fully 
comply with the requirements of 35 U.S.C. §112, first paragraph, and this rejection 
should be withdrawn. 

Claims 8-12 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph, as 

being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 

matter that Applicants regard as the invention. Applicants have amended claim 8 
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and amended claim 9, as proposed by the Examiner, to overcome this rejection. 
Therefore, claims 8-12 fully comply with the requirements of 35 U.S.C. §112, second 
paragraph, and this rejection should be withdrawn. 
35 U.S.C. S103 Rejections 

Claims 1-7 and 9-26 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,226,618 to Downs, et al. ("Downs") in view of 
U.S. Patent No. 5,689,559 to Park. This rejection is traversed for the following 
reasons. Applicants submit that the features of the present invention, as now more 
clearly recited, are not taught or suggested by either Downs or Park, whether taken 
individually or in combination with each other as suggested by the Examiner. 
Therefore, Applicants respectfully request the Examiner to reconsider and withdraw 
this rejection. 

Amendments were made to the claims to more clearly describe features of the 
present invention. Specifically, the claims were amended to more clearly describe 
that the present invention is directed to a contents control method as recited, for 
example, in independent claim 1 . The present invention is also directed to a content 
control system, a contents transmitting apparatus, a content receiving apparatus, 
and a computer program product as similarly recited, for example, in independent 
claims 9, 13, 16, 20, and 22. 

The present invention, as recited in independent claim 1, and as similarly 

recited in independent claims 9, 13, 16, 20, and 22, provides a content control 

method for controlling a process on a receiving side apparatus, which is applied to 

contents transmitted from a transmitting side apparatus to the receiving side 

apparatus. The method includes a step of adding first control information to one or 

more blocks of content transmitted from the transmitting side apparatus to the 
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receiving side apparatus. The first control information specifies conditions for 
permitting processes to be applied to the one or more blocks of content. This feature 
is illustrated, for example, in Fig. 5, which shows the first control information 
including processes and corresponding conditions that indicate what level of user or 
transmission source is permitted to apply the process to the content. Also in the 
present invention, the content, which includes the first control information, is stored 
in a first location of the receiving side apparatus. Other exemplary conditions are 
described on page 23, line 19 to page 26, line 12. The method also includes a step 
of receiving a process designation corresponding to the content transmitted from the 
transmitting side apparatus to the receiving side apparatus. Second control 
information is stored in a second location of the receiving side apparatus, and the 
second control information specifies conditions for applying processes to the content 
(see, e.g., page 40, line 7 to page 41 , line 12 (step 804)). If the condition specified 
by the second control information satisfies the condition specified by the first control 
information, the method performs a step of applying the process corresponding to 
the process designation to the received one or more blocks of the content. The prior 
art does not disclose all of these features. 

The above described features of the present invention, as now more clearly 
recited in the claims, are not taught or suggested by any of the references of record. 
Specifically, the features are not taught or suggested by either Downs or Park, 
whether taken individually, or in combination with each other. 

Downs discloses an electronic content delivery system. However, there is no 

teaching or suggestion in Downs of the content control method, content control 

system, computer program product, content transmitting apparatus, and content 

receiving apparatus of the present invention, as recited in the claims. 
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Downs' electronic content delivery system securely provides data to a user's 
system. The data is encrypted such that the data can only be decrypted by a data 
decrypting key. The data decrypting key is encrypted using a first public key, and 
the encrypted data is accessible to the user's system. As described in column 22, 
Iine10 to column 10, line 24 of Downs, the content provider(s) use a license 
watermark to embed data in the content. The embedded data may include the 
content identifier, content owner, and other information, such as the publication data 
and geographic distribution region. This watermark is referred to as the copyright 
watermark. Upon reception, the end-user device watermarks the copy of the content 
with the content purchaser's name and the transaction ID, and with other information 
such as the data of license and usage conditions. This watermark is referred to as 
the license watermark. Any copy of the content, obtained in an authorized manner 
or not, and subject to audio processing that preserves the content quality, carries the 
copyright and license watermarks. In this way, Downs discloses a system that 
enables usages of the content to be traced so as to deter piracy. More specifically, 
Downs disclose a watermark system and method for tracking electronic content 
transactions and delivery of content to prevent illegal piracy. 

Features of the present invention, as recited in claim 1 , and as similarly 

recited in claims 9, 13, 16, 20, and 22, include where first control information is 

added to one or more blocks of contents that are transmitted from a transmitting side 

apparatus to a receiving side apparatus. The received contents, which include the 

first control information, are stored in a first location. This feature is illustrated, for 

example, in Fig. 3, item 312 and described in the accompanying text. A second 

location of the receiving side apparatus stores second control information. As 

illustrated, for example, in Fig. 3, item 306, and as described on page 19, lines 15- 
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26, the second location is separate and apart from the first location. Accordingly, the 
content, to which the first control information is added, does not include the second 
control information. As conceded by the Examiner, Downs does not disclose where 
second control information is stored in a receiving side apparatus. 

Therefore, Downs fails to teach or suggest "receiving a process designation 
corresponding to the content transmitted from the transmitting side apparatus to the 
receiving side apparatus. 

wherein second control information is stored in a second location of the 
receiving side apparatus, which receives the content transmitted from the 
transmitting side apparatus, and 

wherein said second control information specifies conditions for applying 
processes to the content" as recited in claim 1 , and as similarly recited in claims 9, 
13, 16, 20, and 22. 

The above noted deficiencies of Downs are not supplied by any of the other 
references, particularly Park. Therefore, combining the teachings of Park with 
Downs still fails to teach or suggest the features of the present invention, as now 
more clearly recited in the claims. 

Park discloses a method and apparatus for preventing the copying of a digital 
magnetic recording/reproducing system. However, there is no teaching or 
suggestion in Park of the content control method, content control system, computer 
program product, content transmitting apparatus, and content receiving apparatus of 
the present invention, as recited in the claims. 

Park's copy prevention method and apparatus performs a copy prevention 

function by encrypting a marker formed by a control word for scrambling audio and 

video bit strips and copy prevention information for preventing an illegal copy using 
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an encoding key and multiplexing the marker with the audio and video bit strips 
scrambled by the control word. The audio and video signal receiving/ recording 
process is performed in the sequence of detecting the marker from the transmitted 
bit strips, decrypting and analyzing the detected marker by using an encoded key to 
determine whether copy is permitted or not, updating the detected marker to be 
recorded on a video tape, and generating the control word from the marker to 
perform a descrambling and supply the audio and video signals to be displayed on a 
monitor. 

As previously discussed, Features of the present invention, as recited in claim 
1 , and as similarly recited in claims 9, 13, 16, 20, and 22, include where first control 
information is added to one or more blocks of contents that are transmitted from a 
transmitting side apparatus to a receiving side apparatus. The received contents, 
which include the first control information, are stored in a first location. This feature 
is illustrated, for example, in Fig. 3, item 312 and described in the accompanying 
text. A second location of the receiving side apparatus stores second control 
information. As illustrated, for example, in Fig. 3, item 306, and as described on 
page 19, lines 15-26, the second location is separate and apart from the first 
location. Accordingly, the content, to which the first control information is added, 
does not include the second control information. Park does not disclose where 
second control information is stored in a second location of a receiving side 
apparatus. 

The Examiner relies upon Park for teaching where second control information 

is stored in a receiving side apparatus that receives the content transmitted from the 

transmitting side apparatus, citing column 4, line 64 to column 6, line 63. However, 

as shown in Fig. 3 of Park, the allowable generating field stores a number of 
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permitted copies, and the current generation field stores the number of current 
copies of the program. Both the number of permitted copies and the number of 
current copies are stored with the content. This is quite different from the present 
invention, where first control information is added to the content and stored along 
with the content in a first location of a receiving side apparatus, and where second 
control information is stored in a second location of the receiving side apparatus, as 
clearly shown, for example, in Fig. 3 (items 312 and 306) of the disclosure in the 
present invention. In this way, Park does not disclose where second control 
information is stored in a receiving side apparatus, as claimed. 

With further regard to Park, as described in column 5, lines 30-41 , Park 
discloses a comparison between the allowable generation number of the allowable 
generational field and the current generation number of the current generational 
field. The result of this comparison determines whether a copy is permitted or not. 
Furthermore, Parks discloses where the determination of whether copying will be 
permitted is based on information added to and stored with the content, rather than 
first control information added to and stored with the content in a first location, and 
second control information stored in a second location of the the receiving side 
apparatus, as claimed. 

Therefore, Parks fails to teach or suggest " receiving a process designation 
corresponding to the content transmitted from the transmitting side apparatus to the 
receiving side apparatus. 

wherein second control information is stored in a second location of the 
receiving side apparatus, which receives the content transmitted from the 
transmitting side apparatus, and 
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wherein said second control information specifies con ditions for applying 
processes to the content" as recited in claim 1 , and as similarly recited in claims 9, 
13, 16, 20, and 22. 

Both Downs and Park suffer from the same deficiencies relative to the 
features of the present invention, as recited in the claims. Therefore, combining the 
teachings of Downs and Park, in the manner suggested by the Examiner, does not 
render obvious the features of the present invention, as now more clearly recited in 
the claims 1-7 and 9-26. Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of the 35 
U.S.C. §1 03(a) rejection of claims 1-7 and 9-26 as being unpatentable over Downs 
in view of Park is respectfully requested. 

The remaining references of record have been studied. Applicants submit 
that they do not supply any of the deficiencies noted above with respect to the 
references used in the rejection of claims 1-7 and 9-26. 

Claim 8 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Downs in view of Park, further in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,372,974 to Gross, et al. 
("Gross"). This rejection is traversed for the following reasons. Claim 8 is dependent 
on claim 1 . Therefore, Applicants submit that claim 8 is allowable for at least the 
same reasons discussed previously regarding independent claim 1. 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, Applicants submit that 
claims 1-26 are in condition for allowance. Accordingly, early allowance of such 
claims is respectfully requested. 



22 



U.S. Application No. 10/066,713 

To the extent necessary, Applicants petition for an extension of time 
under 37 CFR 1 .136. Please charge any shortage in fees due in connection with the 
filing of this paper, including extension of time fees, or credit any overpayment of 
fees, to the deposit account of Mattingly, Stanger & Malur, P.C., Deposit Account No. 
50-1417 (referencing attorney docket no. 500.41155X00). 

Respectfully submitted, 



MATTINGLY, STANGER, MALUR & BRUNDIDGE, P.C. 



Donna K. Mason 
Registration No. 45,962 



DKM/cmd 
(703) 684-1120 



23 



